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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections -35USC§112 

1 . The foliowing is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification sliall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter whjch the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

3. Regarding claim 1 , the applicant states that there is an air tight connection (3, 6, 
7) in lines 4-5 and a closure (3, 6, 7) in line 7, having a seal (7, 7.1 ; 6.1) in lines 7-8 and 
a an outside seal (7, 7.1) in line 1 1 , The applicant sets forth an air tight connection, a 
closure, and a seal and discloses that they are all of the same element (3, 6, 7 or 7.1). 
It is vague and unclear if they are all the same element or different elements. 

4. Claim 1 recites the limitation "which have flat contact areas" in lines 2 and 3 of 
the claim. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The term 
is inferentially included. It is unclear if the applicant is positively reciting the element. It 
is suggested to first set forth that the claim has this element before it is used. 

5. Regarding claim 2, the applicant states that the seal (7, 7.1 ) has a seal ring (7) 
and a connection (7.1). It is vague and unclear if the seal, the seal ring, and the 
connection are the same element or different elements. 

6. Claim 3 recite the limitation "the two contact areas" in lines 4 and 7-8 of claim. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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7. Claim 4 recites the limitation " the two contact areas" in line 3 of the claim. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

8. Claim 5 recites the limitation " the two contact areas" in lines 3 and 4 of the claim. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

9. Claim 8 is vague as it Is unclear how the at least one intermediate layer is 
integrated for an electrical electrode test. 

1 0. Claim 1 0 recites the limitation "the seal ring arrangement" in line 2 of the claim. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

1 1 . Claim 10 recites the limitation "the part" in line 4 of the claim. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

12. Claim 1 0 recites the limitation " the two contact areas" in lines 2 and 4 of the 
claim. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

1 3. Claim 1 0 recites the limitations "part of a foil covering" in line 2 of the claim and 
"forms at least on insulating layer" in line 3 of the claim. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for these limitations in the claim. These terms are inferentially included. It is 
unclear if the applicant is positively reciting the elements. It is suggested to first set 
forth that the clainns have these elements before they are used. 

14. Claim 12 recites the limitation "the at least on intermediate layer" in line 3 of the 
claim. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 use § 102 

1 5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

1 6. Claims 1 and 1 0-1 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being anticipated by 
Nova et al. (6,965,799 hereinafter "Nova"). 

17. Regarding claim 1 , Nova discloses an electrode pack (e.g. Figs. 5-6) having two 
flat electrodes (405, 425) with gel on the electrode body (415, 435) and connecting 
cables (445). Nova further discloses that the electrodes are connected to each other 
with a sealed release liner that can be peeled away to separate the two electrodes (e.g. 
Col. 2, II. 28-35). It is further shown that the connecting cables are outside of the sealed 
release liner (Fig. 5). 

1 8. Regarding claim 1 1 , Nova discloses that the electrodes are offset creating a 
surface to pull the electrodes apart (e.g. Fig. 5). 

19. Regarding claim 12, Nova discloses that the sealing liner extends the full length 
of both electrodes creating an intermediate layer (e.g. Fig. 5). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

20. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



9 
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21 . Claims 2-9 and 1 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Nova. 

22. Nova discloses Regarding claim 1 , Nova discloses an electrode pack (e.g. Figs. 
5-6) having two flat electrodes (405, 425) with gel on the electrode body (415, 435) and 
connecting cables (445). Nova further discloses that the contact areas are congment 
with the electrode bodies and are connected by the sealing liner (e.g. Figs. 5-6). Nova 
discloses that the electrodes are offset creating a surface to pull the electrodes apart 
(e.g. Fig. 5). Nova also discloses that the sealing liner extends the full length of both 
electrodes creating an Intermediate layer that is Integrated and that acts as an Insulator 
(e.g. Fig. 5). 

23. Regarding claims 2-9 and 13, the claimed invention as discussed in detail above, 
but does not expressly disclose the seal ring arrangement with a film to produce an 
insulated layer. It would have been an obvious matter of design choice to a person of 
ordinary skill In the art to modify the sealing liner as taught by Nova with the seal ring 
and a film combined to form an insulating layer, because the Applicant has not 
disclosed that ring with a film provides an advantage, is used for a particular purpose, or 
solve a stated problem. One of ordinary skill in the art, furthermore, would have 
expected Applicant's invention to perform equally well with sealing liner as taught by 
Nova, because it provides a protective surface that protects the electrodes from 
inadvertent adhesion and premature deterioration and since it appears to be an arbitrary 
design consideration which fails to patentably distinguish over Nova. 
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Therefore, it would have been an obvious matter of design choice to modify the 
sealing liner of Nova to obtain the invention as specified in the claim(s). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rex Holmes whose telephone number is 571-272-8827. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00 - 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. Angela Sykes can be reached on 571-272-4955. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 000. 
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